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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the applicant's amendment received on 
January 3, 2007 

2. Claims 1-47 are presented for examination. 

3. The applicant has amended claims 1-5, 9-12, 22, 23, 25, 35, 36, and 38. 

4. Applicants' arguments with respect to claims 1-74 have been fully considered but 
they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

Response to Arguments 

5. The applicant has amended independent claims 1 , 9, 22, and 35, as well as 
dependent claims 2-5, 10-12, 23, 25, 36, and 38. The amendment to independent claim 
1 includes "a text request string comprising unique identifiers ": "the unique identifiers 
uniquely identifv electronic files ": "the_text request string to identify the unique identifiers 
in the string, wherein identifying includes matching based on selected criteria ": and 
" identifiers, wherein the files identified bv the Unioue identifiers are delivered to a user. " 
Likewise, similar claim amendments appear in the claim limitations of independent 
claims 9, 22, and 35. 

Therefore, the examiner's remarks and the present office action will address the 
claim limitations as they are currently amended. The examiner has taken the 
applicant's remarks and amendment to the claim limitations into careful consideration. 
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However, upon careful consideration of the Snyder reference, the examiner has 
concluded that the Snyder reference teaches the limitations of claims 1-47. 

a. The applicant's arguments recite the.following: 

"the Examiner has not pointed out what element in the Snyder reference corresponds to the instantly 
claimed " unique identifiers. " Since unique identifiers are a central aspect of the invention, every claim in 
the instant application recites the phrase "unique identifiers.", page 10, paragraph 3 

On page 10, paragraph 4. the applicant presents a summarized version of the 
Snyder reference. The applicant's summary of Snyder relates to Snyder's method of a 
"patent query." 

a1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. Snyder 
teaches the claimed limitations for "unique identifiers" are identified as a text string. The 
entered "text string" is descriptive of text which identifies patents that are searched for 
within the patent database. The amended claim limitation recites "unique identifiers". 
Again, the "unique identifiers" of Synder is a text string. Microsoft's Computing 
dictionary defines a text string as "a data structure composed of a sequence of 
characters". Therefore, the text string taught by Snyder consist of a sequence of 
characters. 

b. The applicant's arguments recite the following: 

"Snyder's software could not handle the entry of more than one patent number for the same reason: it 
compares a single patent to a dataset. . 

" The Instant claim, however, recite a request comprising plural "unique identifiers. ", page 1 1 , paragraph 2 
b1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. On page 
11, paragraphs 2 and 3. the applicant again presents a summarized version of the 
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Snyder reference in which Snynder uses a "patent query" search method. But, the 
claims have been amended to recite "unique identifiers". Therefore, the examiner's 
remarks will address unique identifiers as the claim limitations have currently been 
amended. As stated in the examiner's rebuttal, presented above in paragraph a1, 
Snynder teaches a text string represents the claimed unique identifiers. Snyder teaches 
a "concept query". The concept query enables a user to enter a text string. The text 
string entered for the concept query as depicted in FIG. 9B is "apparatus for 
connecting a gas pressure source to several beer kegs in series". This text string 
entered in the concept query describes the patents that are searched for in the patents 
database and the results of finding matches to the entered query. Again, the entered 
text string comprises a request having plural identifiers that identify a plurality of 
patents. The system returns the results of the patents that match the entered text string 
by indicating the number of hits or findings of words or phrases within the text string 
query that are found within any of the patents' currently being searched. The hits or 
relevance of conducting a search based on the entered text string for the concept query 
is depicted in FIG. 9D col. 23, lines 7-12. col. 25, lines 54-56 and 60-67, col. 26, lines 1- 
21). 

c. The applicant's arguments recite the following: 

"Because of this, Snyder's patent query doe not anticipate "electronic files identified by the unique 
identifiers." Page 12, paragraph 1 

c1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. As stated 
in the examiner's rebuttal presented in paragraph b1. the unique identifiers are the text 
string. The unique identifiers are the text string entered in the concept query of 
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Snyder's system. The text string is identified by the electronic files which are patents 
identified in the system of Snyder (see figure 9D, col, 23, lines 7-12, col. 25, lines 54-56 
and 60-67, col. 26, lines 1-21 ). The results of conducting a concept query consists of 
retrieving patents that are electronic files. 

Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. 

See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

d. The applicant's arguments recite the following: 
"...unique identifiers which identify electronic files are the unique identifiers "621 1568", "6673321"..." 
In the above recited arguments, the applicants provide a summary of the electronic files 

as the electronic files are identified in the applicant's specification. 
The applicant's arguments also recite: - , ^ 

"Snyder does not disclose nor contemplate a patent query ennploying "unique identifiers and data" nor 
"unique identifiers and text"...", page 12, paragraph 3 

d1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. The 

examiner's arguments for the support of "unique identifiers" and the teaching of Snyder 

comprising the claimed "unique identifiers" has been addressed in paragraphs b1 and 

c1 above. At this point, the examiner will address the claim limitation for "data" and 

unformatted text". 

]Snyder teaches the concept query enables entering a text string. The text string 
entered into the concept query contains unique identifies and "unfonmatted text" and/or 
"data". Take into consideration the text string entered into the concept query in FIG. 9B. 
The text string consists of "apparatus for connecting a gas pressure source to 
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several beer kegs in series" for generating a concept query to generate results of 
patents that nnatch this query. The entered text string comprises keyboard characters 
representing words, sentences, or punctuation. FIG. 9C shows the relevance and/or 
hits that match the patents of the unique identifiers comprised within the entered text 
string. The "unformatted text" and/or "data" identified in the entered text string of FIG. 
9B is "apparatus", "for", "a", "to", and "in". These words or characters are the 
"unformatted text" and/or "data" within the text string because the concept query of FIG. 
9C has not provided given any relevancy or hits to these words or characters as they 
apply to the searched patents. The only hits and/or relevancy of the unique identifiers 
of the text string entered into the concept query is given to "connect", "gas pressure 
source", "gas pressure", "gas", "pressure source", "pressure", "source", "beer keg", 
"beer'\ "keg", and "series" (col. 25. lines 60-67, col. 26. lines 1-32). 

e. The applicant's arguments recite the following: -^ ^^ — - 
"Snyder's software does not handle patent queries containing any additional data or data including 
unformatted text, such as email message." Page 12. paragraph 3 . irv^ !(f-He • le/ ' 
"Snyder cannot accommodate an entire email message as a user request in box . 1002 of FIG. 1 0A.", page 
13, paragraph 2 

e1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. The 
applicant's are arguing the merits of the Snyder reference not comprising the teachings 
of an email message. The applicant is correct Snyder does not teach the capability to 
comprise an email message. Also, the claim limitations do not comprise any claim 
limitations that would suggest that claims 1-47 comprise the capability of an email 
message. The claim limitations themselves do not lend support for an email message. 
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If it is the intention of the applicant to rely on a method of teaching the capability of an 
email message, then the examiner would kindly suggest that the applicant should 
amend the claims to teach an email message. The claims only recite "receiving a text 
request string comprising unique identifiers and unfonnatted text". Again, there is 
nothing in the claims to suggest the support of an email message. 

f. The applicants arguments recite the following: 
"...the parser identifies unique identifiers by matching based on selected criteria ...", page 13. paragraph 2 

f1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicants arguments. 

Snyder teaches "claim parsing according to a specific embodiment." Snyder teaches 

parsing claims as these claims relate to claims from identified and/or searched patents. 

The claims of the searched patents are identified according to an input query consisting 

of a text string (col. 21 , lines 30-67). The parsing identifies the claims as unique 

identifiers comprised within a text string by matching the text string to retrieved patents 

(electronic files) that satisfy the criteria of patents that retrieved and matched according 

to the inputted query text string. 

g. The applicant's arguments recite the following: 

"...Snyder does not teach "querying a user to order the files identified... user for delivery method...", page 
1 3. paragraph 3 . / ; • ' ^ u; - . 

g1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. 
Snyder teaches the user orders the files via the "concept query", within the concept 
query the user enters a text request, the text request comprises the claimed unique 
identifiers that are a sequence of characters which identifies the match for the query to 
satisfy the query generated by the concept query. The result of producing a match for 
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the concept query and/or the user entered files is returned to the user via an interface 
window that display the results of the query. The electronic files are displayed in figure 
9D. 

e. The applicants arguments recite the following: 
". . .Snyder does not teach receiving a browser window. 

el . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. 
Snyder teaches a browser window in figure IB, element 35a. Snyder's method is 
implemented by the world wide web. In this method the server and client contain 
browser applications in which they communicate with one another within the internet 
environment. 

Lisewise, the parsing step has been addressed in paragraph f1 above. 
The consumer products requested by the consumer are the electronic patent files 
that are requested based on an electronic search. Finally, Snyder teaches an image via 
using graphical and textual visualization (col. 4, lines 5-8, col. 23, lines 3-10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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7. Claims 1-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Snyder 
et al. (Pat. No. 6.038,561 filed September 15. 1997. priority to provisional application 
no. 60/028,437 filed October 15, 1996. hereinafter Snyder). 

8. Regarding Claims 1 , 9, 22, and 35, Snyder teaches a management and analysis 
of document information text. 

The method and associated system for a management and analysis of document 
information text as taught or suggested by Snyder includes: 

receiving a text request string comprising a unique identifiers and unformatted 
text (figures 9B-1 1 A. col. 25. lines 50-67, col. 26. lines 1-67. col. 27, lines 1-55), wherein 
the unique identifiers uniquely identify electronic files (figures 9B-1 1 A. col. 25. lines 50- 
67. col. 26, lines 1-67, col. 27. lines 1-55); parsing the text request string to identify the 
unique identifiers in the string (col. 21, lines 30-67. col. 22. lines 1-19) wherein 
identifying includes matching based on selected criteria (figures 9B-11A. col. 25. lines 
50-67, col. 26. lines 1-67. col. 27, lines 1-55); and requesting the electronic file identified 
by the unique identifier (col. 27. lines 13-55). 

9. Regarding Claims 2, 10. 23. and 36. Snyder teaches providing the unique 
identifiers to a user for selection of one or more of the unique identifiers (col. 25. lines 
50-67, col. 26, lines 1-67. col. 27, lines 1-55); and querying the user to order the file 
identified by the selected unique identifiers (col. 25,lines 50-67,' col. 26. lines 1-67, col. 
27, lines 1-55). 
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1 0. Regarding Clainns 3.11, 24, and 37, Snyder teaches querying a user for 
delivery of a file identified by the selected unique identifiers identifies (col. 25.lines 50- 
67, col, 26, lines 1-67, col. 27, lines 1-55). 

1 1 . Regarding Claims 4, 12, 25, and 38, Snyder teaches files identified by the 
selected unique identifiers are delivered as a bundle (col. 25, lines 50-67, col. 26. lines 
1-67. col. 27. lines 1-55). 

12. Regarding Claims 5, 13, 26, 39, Snyder teaches receiving in a browser window 
a text request selected from another window (figure IB, col. 11, lines 1-20). 

13. Regarding Claims 6, 17, 30. 43, Snyder teaches the file is selected from a 
group consisting document files identifiers (col. 25, lines 50-67. col. 26, lines 1-67, col. 
27, lines 1-55). 

14. Regarding Claims 7, 18, 31,44, Snyder teaches the parsing step is executed by 
a client computer identifies (col. 21, lines 30-67, col. 22, lines 1-19, col. 25, lines 50-67, 
coL26, line sl-67, col. 27, lines 1-55). r --s e . - 

15. Regarding Claims 8, 19, 32, 45, Snyder teaches the parsing step is executed 
by a server computer (col. 21. lines 30-67, col. 22. lines 1-19, col. 25, lines 50-67. col. 
26. lines 1-67. col. 27, lines 1-55). 

16. Regarding Claims 14, 27, 40, Snyder teaches the item is an electronic file (col. 
25, lines 50-67, col. 26, lines 1-67, col. 27, lines 1-55). 

17. Regarding Claims 15, 28, 41 , Snyder teaches the item is a consumer product 
(col. 25, lines 50-67, col. 26. lines 1-67. col. 27. lines 1-55). 
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18. Regarding Claims 16, 29, 42, Snyder teaches the item is a service col. 25, lines 
50-67, col. 26, lines 1-67, col. 27, lines 1-55). 

19. Regarding Claims 20, 33, 46, Snyder teaches the request comprises text col. 
25, lines 50-67, col. 26, lines 1-67, col. 27, lines 1-55). 

20. Regarding Claims 21 , 34, 47, Snyder teaches the request comprises an image 
and the parsing step comprises the step of matching the image to a unique image (col. 
4, lines 5-8, col. 23, lines 3-10, figure 9E. element 952). 

Conclusion 

21 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action.' In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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NAME OF CONTACT 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl Lewis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 13. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 
273-8300. 

(571 ) 273-41 1 3 (Use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal 
paper/amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions.). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/ Technology Center (571) 272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomriation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usDto.qov . 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Patent Examiner 
IVIarch 31 , 2007 



